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APPEAL BRIEP 


IVf nil Stop Appeal Brier-Pfltcnts 

Commissioner for Patcnls 
P.O.Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313*1450 


Sir/Mad«m: 

Further to the Notice of Appeal faxod October 1/2004 and received in the Putem OHice 
on October 1, 2004, A{^eJlam presents this Appeal Bncf. The Notice of Appeal was filed 
fol lowing mailing of a Final Office Action on August 3, 2004. Appellant hetcl>y appeals to tho 

i2/09/e004 TPrS3f^;?J?^t!^P*i^25S '"'^55?^ ^^"^ * rgection of claims 1413-1439. 1441- 
Sale Ref: 00 i^50:i47Si5Q43fs83, 16^*8^^ 

01 FCsi40e 340. UO IJA ^. _ ........ 

and respectfully requests that this appeal be ooosideied by the Board. 
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The ciled art does not teach or surest a processor coapled to ■ plnrality of measnremeot 
deviceSp each of which is coapled to at least one of a plnrality of process tools* 

Moore teaches a measurement apparatus coupled to a cluster tool. Howevert Mooxe docs 
not icach or sugf^t a pluralily of measurement devices, each of Mrhtch is coupled to at least one 
of a plurality of process tools, ht addition. Maris, Tanimoto, end Kunyama do not teach or 
suggest a meastircmcnt device that is coupled lo a process tooL As such. Maris, Tanimoto, and 
Kurtyama cannot be combined wifli Moore to overcome deficiencies therem. Furthermore, there 
is no tcnchlng, suggestion or motivation to modify the prior art systems to include die claimed 
processor or the cloimod plurality ofmcasurement devices, or lo combine the dtcd art with any 
otiicr rercrcnce to teach or sugficst these limitations. Claim 1496 is therefore patentable over the 
cited art, and rejection of claim 1496 under 35 U.S.C. § 103 is asserted to be emmeous. 


For the foregoing reasons, it is submitted that the ExamTncr*s rejection of claims 1413- 
1439, 1441-1445, 1447-1500, 1583, 16gg, 1709, and t751 was enoucous. and reversal of the 
lixanuncr*s decision is respcclfally requoslod. 

The Commissioner is hereby authcNizcd to charge tho required fee(s) to Daffcr McDaniel 
MJ? r>cposil Account No. 50-3268/5589-02305. 


CONCLUSIOW 


Respectfully submitted. 
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Reg. No. 50.484 
Agent £or Appellant 
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